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The charges of the protestants al-

it J
bals. 1 beg vour pardon, The
- ""ro?u;m protestants did not al-

Foraker. T =0 understood It
Bovaeridge, That was the charge
named Lelllch

That wos o plural mar-

L.

tor
| gemater A
o "pnt'lemll

w m“m- Dubaols,

- Heveridge.
||”IM‘;°;“"'K" mist.
| “ganntor Foroler.
I _M3a by =omo ano
Ceayler never profesaed

‘o One of the Issues.

Taylor. Nor the protestants

atar Hoar Mr Tayvier, may [ read,
_!ﬂ'l' you procesd, one sentenrs of your
L BIOre J roof, made the other day? Tt
MBEE o itesd that Mr Smoot Is one of the
¥\ apostics. This statement s on
¥ ":: the first preaidency and tha twelve
Al urags, eountenance concesl and
pgemire ot polygamy and polygamous cohab-
Posstt® B hngor and reward by high of-

n dlattoguatah prefarment those wha

o erslatinely dpfipntiy  violate the
;r"e: the fand
g L while it is perbans ralther super-

e phTiLse, i1 the =ubstance of what
et of Mr Tasler's offer of proof
ehat 18 tho WY I understood 1t
;.uar Boveridge. 1a that correct, Mr.

"

I!fl?m"ar Foraker. 1 wns not present
a Mr Tasler made the offer, but 1
gent wien we mode the Issues
informntion T want is what 1s the Is-
et | can then better understand the tes-

M Emony a5 It 18 offered.

i tor Beverldge Moy I ask If the
tenca read by the Senator from Massg-
wsells 15 the lesue on which you now

»

No, as to Mr. Bmoot

I #ay thnt chargs was
T understand that Mr
e pross that

nnid

.,ard"r.na-r It 12 one of the issurs
. Sﬂia'ln-r' Beverldge, In that the |sxuas to
- 4 your gucstlons and tha testimony

t moming was drected ?
';_‘“:_‘Iﬂd You

iml::r) Beverilgo. 1f that wos tho {ssue
A which tho texlimony adduced  thia
Sdrnite was directed, Lam very glad 1
od the question L did ask in the midse
If. baoause I cannot see how any of the
fimon s aldipend ¢ muoriing gors (o
{ssiie statad In thot sentence—"sncoyr-
countenance, coneenl and connlve nt
my and polvgamous cohablintion.
_{';:gm., and reward by high offfce,”
Wir How t epnduct of n man by the
Ragie of Ci n twenty or thirty yoars
afo can affect that lssue now, 1 eannot

“f Tapler. Tl m have the attention
IﬂU‘l" commitice for b moment
Stntlor Boveridge. 1 do not wish to be
Eadarsinod a8 objecting o the |ssue you
ke 1 only w Lt to understand It 1
Eaderstand It = proposed to prove that his
iatinnd 1o ople who do violate the lonw
of such n character, so far as this is
rl, that he ought 1o be debarpid.
rman I will make this sug-
Tavier, that as Mr, Van Cott
fopped in the midet of hi= statement
| all concluds the statement of his
ﬂerllr"t and then you will have the op-
Sertunity to repldy to 0t
Qi Tayler. Very well 1 rose, of
er s because the raquest wos made for
satement u= o what the Iskoe was, nnd
win make o statement of that from the
3 In & moment
- The Chalrm We will hoar
W your objection. Mr. Van «
Van Cotl's Objections
e Van Cott. T will
pandon e for not answering his ques-
&I at this time, so that | may answer
ibe. chalrman's question ond  statement
it

Che chalrminr
®oirlain statemont
lpacertain the lasgeas IC Im true s the
atrman saya, that the parttcular re-
arks that 1 antributed to Wim are not in
. but the chalrman will remomber
Senator Smoot, Mr Worthington, miy-
Bl and other gontlemen came hers re-
! tedly whien the Lo was not in
i|mlon fer the purposos of getting a hear-
g And understanding abaut these Issies
JEwas at those thmes that the =tistement
made that T have referrod 1o 1 does
grm o me of murh moment olther
Y, but that Is when the atatement wis
Bage

Kow, coming 1

only

yvou further
oLt

Hanr

sk Sennlor

hins =t

Bl that 1 pnde

il coming here to

Senutor Honr' s question
Senator has piat 0 questlon thut 1 ean
BRwEr s ves nor o 1 haave o ans
Miyse I; but ag It goes (o thi heart of the
Riection that I snnde and the argument |
B mind of will be expetly sppronriats
L] Tiwisk to- s on the subifect
Senktor Hoar juse befare

Cres ¥ tnken o fow minutles ngon

ther e praction in his
o 1n winterfeiting, xnd
v, But 1 think

1

g Lo sy
Bk must ho mlsun
WBenntor Hoar. 1 ih
BRher the charee th;
Iy of the » of Biltny
fipinated from this bearing T thought
pRwere apeaking of that wnd 1 said yeu,

. Balt Laker's Understanding.

EWME Van Cott I understand
me that S|enu
Sy eYeryihing In
=4 O S ATTR g PR
AL timderstand the que
B one eloment
That §% this
tCaliEe thot thea
0 UE. Thers A band o
mmen who boligye In eounter
A sxtrome cu but they
e Blerfeiting bellove It as n ro-
i Bellef, Thoy beliove It as o rellg-
B CNLy L hut they perform no act outsiide
Weir metn abateact bellel.  Tha first
lor. In, Is ‘thut terind, and I have
TEate 1he noand put it fnto
absolutely fm-
Judgment, and

vou pakedl
Sm

me
wins

prinly wils

4

hiw

ve Lo

iting. It
belleve in

n
i i
my

Al according to
0 Mtate why
e first’ pluie, o
Ye that the burning
BINE of the unorthodox is tlght
h\w. -‘-' I“ il Cthey plense
= SYer Interferes with them. 1t has
HERE to interfere with them. 11 prao.
thelr belier, It doea pot make ans
what they belleve  I't does not
Nl)ldlﬂ' ronen how fallaclous thelr
I TRelr bellef, as ap abstract be-
'I":fl‘:_rlinl atvl no eotrt and no law
anstitutior na 3 T
:Manll s 1 s the right to
2 U8 Just nee 4 moment
B Pertinently lln !

4N tho witnoss

of men ecan
i tha
They
nnd 1the

Soenator Hoar
hw question to Mr
stand, becauss It
te Allustration, na
vaelation wus

E0 o8 4 matier
He suld ver Jle
leved that hy

- oW stopped
a¥s | understond Senator
Moo W BUL the guestlon as though 1t

“ ﬁnllahlnl I sy no, they nre ot

Bent) that n man hn= n right to

0 ﬂ‘&l' OF to Belleva that counter-
it o CIBhL, pnd lilx Bollef in protoocted
i the practles, that you

BRI 0% a0 approgn
‘1’!: BT, when 'I.-i- F
Ao plural marrin
861, b bolfevel ff
. 24 whether
manitesta

M the act iy
b8 right to re;

Case of Reynolds Cited.

L0 ke mynelf Gldar, the cake of
illdl VE The Unitpd States, tnvolving
"_ﬂ!g:’:nof rpnh'g.nn. wenl o the
i of the Tnited States and
Secisinn wWak rendered Ly Chief Justice
A0 Uhe rourss of that dectsion he

. ""r-‘l\.f[unnf‘nn of religlon and dis-
|B&l Irginiin wet that was before

x B Virginin that it wa= pro A

s ﬂ'! which Thomas Jefferson il

" ;J,‘,’E"”’ It 1s on that that the
lted 5" I mponking, T read from o
» A6, 163, to prove what 1 sy I
Im:h:? Questlon of bellef, that no

It 1y a4 It 18 no mntter How ful-

o n'r:- rnrn'tl e how dangerous lts
Rotag - 8 1o the bBellef, the people

Broughy oy, [
L fduternilned  appostilon
Il o PO Mr Madleon |-...-m.&ufp., “Ma-
Yemanstrance,”” which was widely
and 1 which he
n, of the Juty we
within the cog-
(Hemiple's Vir-
. Appendix ) At the nest srs.
o ’?r‘i Lllll I“In!h nut only defeared,
o establillshing religlous free-
*a"’" ¥ Mr }nrtc‘ng-;m_ :a- Dassed
nru'.“u.' I:' Howlsan, Hist of Va.,
i mble of this act (12 Haning's
= h:"‘{lﬁnun fresdam 15 daflaed: and
‘ l“ ih ) suffar the civil mng-
y Beludo hils powars (1o the feid
R0d 6 restrpin the profession or
A l-lrgf Pinciples  on supposition  of
-, W?’. Y. I8 W dangerous  Callaoy
g deatrays wll rellglous Nberty,'*
y

n
Eovernnient

“""ldxe Do you understand
i o’ I8 cantending hero thut this
hbr Anybody else has o right to

the tiolief of nnybody?

Mr. Worthington, Wa have been doing
fhat all the morning.

Mr. Van Cotti We have been doing It
all thoe morning, but If Senator Beverldgs
will excuse me, [ will proceed with the
end quotation, It goes on:

IL Is declarsd “that It Is time enough for
the Hghiful purposes of clvil government for
Ita officers to Interfers when prineiples hroak
Ul Into overt netw agminst podce and gomd
order **  In these twa pantences i found ke
truo  distinetlon botween what  properly  Le-
longs to thio church and what 1o the state,

o, answerlng Sonator Flear and putting
in that element of veliglous bellef. If this
band of counlerfalters belleve It I8 proper
for them to countarfelt money —

Hoar's Question Not Understood.

Senator Hoas T do not think you qulte
understund my question, If T may be per-
mitted to miate 1L without anticipating the
final deecislon at all, if we come to any
final decialon In tois case. 1 do not be-
Heve—l can only apeak for myssif—that
any member of the committes will be
found questioning the genernl statement
that you make. Certalnly T do not belleve
I ever shall I hinve made a put stito-
ment on that guestion guite recantly In
ragard to anoarchy. That e, 1 supposo we
have no right to deal, fn determining Mr
Smoot’'s cane, with any articlo of rellglous
falth of his, and I puppose further—now,
I speak only for myself—that I have no
right to tmpate to Wim what 1 think may
be the loglcal dedustion from his bweljers,
but which he himself does not accept e
In not obligsd to be Judged by my loglo na
to what I8 the result of his evend,

That Is the great source of all religlone
‘{_\"nm—utlnﬂs and ILyranny in thia world
3ut, on the other hnand, suppose he bo-
Heves that {t s o rellglous duty, or ot eny
rate & right, whether a duty or not, 1o dis-
obey o luw of the land and belong to an
association orgonized for the purpose of
rnrmmnlh:g nither people to disobey that
nw of the land, to persuade other peaple
that it 1= not o rellgiovs duly to do 1L o1
Al any rate, thelr vight to do It Suppo
nf the outhreak of the civil war In some
Northern Stale un sssoclation had been
formed who belleved that It was thelr own
right nnd Jduty to foin the rmnks of the
canfederntes.  There nte a greal many
men wha balleved that the confederncsy
was entirely pright na fhr ne 1L was enn-
corned in the doctrine of secessle bt
pupposs that they belleved 1t wns their
right and duty 10 Join the ranks of the
confederacy and they formed an associa-
than to urge thelr fellow-cltizens to Join
the ranks of tho confederncy. Now, Lhat
I= the question—an associntinon formed for
the purpose of Instiguiing unlawrul netion
In other peaple

Offer of Proof.

T understand that Tayler In
four lines which 1 have read just
mokor, among other things, this offer of
proof, that there s an assoclation or
Body of mon known as the presldency and
the twelve apostica of this church who are
arganized, among things, for that
YADY purposo, e incoloiate polvenmy and
o persunde other people 16 practice 1t
and hie proposes to shHow L by showing
*hit Mr Smoot 1 5o connected and Intl-
mnte with them that hé must know their
purposes and practiee and that thelr prac-
e |8 ftmelf violatlon of the luw, and
whaether Mr. Smoot violutes it or not, all
thesge sther men do, that he must know it
fnd that having jJoinsed thelr assoclation
lie must have foined it for the purposes of
helping them promote that doctrine

I do not mean in tho least to imply n
=yuggextion that that thing elthor hns beon
proved or thut thore s any step vel token
toward proving It but that 1= the theory
which It has occourred to mw Slils ape
Iquiry might We supported, and it
soem= to me, =peaking only for one, with
grent deferende Lo my assoclutes on the
committeés. that we had botter go slong
o Httle whils and hene Mre. Tayler and we
can see whother practlically he 1s dolng
anyihlng to estabiliah that proposition. So
far the evid=nce his no it
Wiy, If It has g all
lishing that pro but
has heen interrupted
committen, or by ne
waunted him to

theze
now

dn

Mi
af

rato,
my

thi
an 1
proposi-
Van Colt., Sonator ir, T had
nearly Hnlshed my  sintlemer probably
my answer hid bétler be completed, pnd
then it can be determinged

Seimtor Hoay Vore well

Mr. Van Cott.  Tothink T appralie
ator Hodar's e i eor [}
I hind not fini=hed my ool
I wiis It ooming to the
Sonntor Honr Inst discuasssid, thils question
of prantice TaKing the tllusiention of
these men dctually counterfellins money,
arnd of thelr anccaragiog, ailding ol wbed

othiers to eounterfelt mome, W
Comes to acls thomssivos oA

& nat protected W of

4e Know that, and that s out-

st jon

ursp
ag ” e
Ve all

sifdo of this ¢nue
That brings us=
ucstion sug
hin duestion

le down 1«
eEted by S0 r
What L it that
I asking He (= na in 1
polygamonps el uf e
The guestion what bearing
Sonaor LT dent this

In mind, that In this the protest-
niiks in print chiorge speuking of
Hasd Smiook:

W
lew
Thern e
thoy chorge
copnleible by

-
Flartiy
Mr

thi
Teasdale
has 1

o

uze him gnizable by
the statisment, plge 25
Reeil Bmoot with na offon
Iaw they do not charge him
with the overt act of encouraging some
neraan to comimit o erime
Now, hnswerlhg the  furiheér
that © 1} it Benator Heverldge had In
mind, and thiat Sendtor loar han sug-
gestod=that 1= suppose you are golng 10
prove thiat R Smoot has encour '
penple 1o disoboy this law agalnst golng
into poly gom) W have not objectodd to
that Kind of proof. “They have nol asked
that que=ijon. Th re simply usking
now what Geor Tea=dale ha=z done
There I8 not 0 whinper nor i ®8ign that
thesy Ingquiring or making
to sho thit Reed Smoot owve
aged That {171 e, aml that
point to which the objoeplon gocy

Two Protests Filed,

Mr. Tayvier. Ar, Chalrman, the commit-
tee will notlce, upon an examinatlon of
the two pro e, wind thers werae two fllcd
againat the continuation of Mr. Bmoot In
hie seat In the Senate, thot one of them
iI2 signed by J. Lo Lelllch, anid the other
I #igned by some ninetecn different gen-
tlemen In the State of UUtah. Mr. Lellieh
has not been bere, and has not been rop-
resinted by coursel, 1 reprogent the other
protestants, ninctoen  In number, who
pigned the protest which any one who
roeads It will discover s o carefully pre-
pared document, intended ta set out - r-
tain legal cause of action, if thot word
or oxpression i# proper In thie connectio:
In that muin . slgned by these

en poople. it

tor Smool bélng o polygamist,  There
1% niot o word about his hoving taken any
outlh 1 nobody appears hefore the comes
mittes making any clalm upon those (wo
propositione.  Hut the answer which Mr
oot flled selocts and emphasiges  and
Jniakes conaplcunus theéss two charges in
the Taollich casn, as If they wers ali the
charges made, and procesds then to
mur to the allegations of the main
titlon und remonatrancs, which Isithe
onno which 15 here now for consideratl

When 1 nppeared before the mmitter
to outline W ocase we proposed (o make
| prodiced, va It were, the Clulms made
by thes protestants whom rpresented
1o =ome extont recasting (he elirgen, but
in no motorial sense changing them. and
I then distinetly disavowed any relatlon
with the charge of polygamy by Mr
Smoot and made no raference at all 1o any
onth that it woas sald hind beern raken
urder the Lellich churge  So T have pur-
suvd e Jine of 1nguley all the time thiat
i sot out In the geveral heads which were
distinetly made In the apéning remnrks
before this committos

1 think the whole
he consldercd in .
1o wny, nof the
Senator Heoar read;, but
puregranh b

The prosident of
n majority of the

on

] 4

guesllon

graoh ought Lo
inection; that is
last sectlon which
hils, on pago 4,

Mormeon chureh and
twalve apasiles now  prace
tioe polygamy and palyghmous  eshabitation.
and sarme of them have taken  polygamous
wives since the anifeglo of 1500 Thoss
things have been dong with the knowledgs
and countenunos of Reed Smoot  Plural mar-
ringe carcmnnles have prrformed by
pposties sipce the  wanifesto of 1540 and
many bishops nod  High  officinly  of the
ehurch have teken nlural wives wloce that
thms

Thon follows. the last sentence,
has beon read. It all covers that,

No Mystery About It

Now, there Is no nesd of mynlv;:g.- ubout
it. Whatever Individual Senator's views

tha

which

—

mny be as to thelr duty or ns ta the
canclusion® to be drawn If certain tostl-
mony s to be given, that charge means
Juxt this, that the president of tho church
netwithstanding hisk and  his ass on'
promian 1o nbantdon polygamy ahd polyge-
mous cohabitation: notwithstanding the
fact thot the luw of the land declares
agalnst It notwithstanding the fact that
they declire by words that it {s a viola-
tlon of the law of the church ta unlnws
fully cohablt, the president of the Mormon
chiireh, the dally nasociate and superiop
of Reod Smont, has been constantly Iiving
In polygamous cobabitation with nt lenst
fve wives, and the eame thing (8 true of
a large majority of Reod Smoot's woekly
assoclales, to put It no stronger, on this
body, organized unon the basls, awmong
other things, a= o fundamental proposition
Bellevad In toduy by the L\tﬂllz(-h{ of the
church an n divine order temporarily sus-

‘nded, that plural martiage was righi

Now it may bo thot n Just Interprets-
tion of all the facts which we shall one-
deavor to prave and Iny before this com-
mittee muy Induce the committes and the
Benate 1o belisve that Mr, Smoot anght
net 1o be held to any responsibility on ae
count of the aots of those In association
with him in the Kind of o church which
haw the kind of revelation and the kind
of authority which the head of the church
has declarsd himaelf 10 ponsess. 1t may
be, L ey that no Interpretation con prop-
erly. be mado that will affect the right
of Reed Smoot to his sent in the Senote:
but that s what wa propose to prove, and
the Mustration that Mr. Van Cott nsed
abput witcheeaft, or belief In witherslt,
Ig monst apt and appropriate here, Just
sutmtitute the words “witchernft and fts
practlees” for the words “polygnmy and
polygamous  eohabitatlon,”” and where
would Mr, Smoot be® X

What Will Be Proven,
Benntor Beveridge. Do you praposs te
prove, in eonnection with what you have
just sald In connection with the practles
of theso other apostles, that the presi-
d the apost vonstitute o propo-
r polygamy®
r Loty
Boseridge At the present
Tayler Tndoubtediy they do
Senatar Beverldge,  That is quite poril-
nent and proper, f It 18 truoe That gets
o an lssuse
Mr. Tayler
of n chureh

How cin the rullng order
the large majority of it pro-
cinim thelr bellef in polygamy as divine,
which hoas b merely tomporarily
pendod In ts practhee, ey may,
and who themealvens are in dajly
0f that hablt and not constitute o
Eandn”

HilE.

Senmtor
whether,
have Jjust
thit the
men

Brverldge
in cannection
staled, vou propose (o prove
high priests of thizs body of
constitule &  present
of polygamy?
Undoubitedly

My quesiinm

3 1=
with  what

you

Tavler

Worthington Surprised.

Mr Worthingtapn Mr Chalrman, we
mada no objection to any question that
wins asked until this oneg, not because we
cancoded that the evidence which wias life
troduced hero was pertinent to the (ssues
or, whether pertinent or not, condd In ans
wilae reflect upon Reed Smoot to hls seat
In the Sennte Altheugh we are law-
yers, practicing dolly in COurts, we
know that it = impossibie
having objoctions ‘'made to
It comes g and rulsd upon
time, ax would be done In g court of fous-
tien, il we have made ne objection
untll we sme to o polnt which we think
I= Tundamentil wnd Importint. snd upon
which we ought te have the ruling of the
aommities bieforoe any further. That
being I, we shall, of course, submit
il procecd with the ease upon much mils
udlention as the commiftes mnay mnke
as to what nre the Issues 1t I8 o detee-
mine hers and whot I8 competent evidencoe
upon the LE LT

[ hnve been vory. muoe
my bhrother, Mr. Ta roonnnou
morning that he chnrgel

who did charge thiet Resd
tnkon an onth which Is (heons
his oblisailon g% a Senator. My
resent the ninesteen protestants whao
the firer protest, amd T Mg, by looking
at the conclusion « that pirofest, On pRes
25 this, which he W Youclies for as one
charge that Is b minale
nrderstand:

Wi

i 3
1A

Intollvot
whileh
Infined wnd law-

Earring the rhetorle, that

] Werthlogton 1 G0 not Roow
barrving the rhetorie, that miéans If it does
nol ment that ) Smoot came to the
Senole under sorme obligatlon whileh 1= {n-

aletent the onth which hn hnd
1o take nx s e, and that the previous
obifgation bir im now and not the outh
which be touk 03 a Senator

Position of FProtestants.

Mr. Tayler. We atand, thers 1
Gf courss n abllgstion 1y ocenr without
formnl  w 18 which 1 him o some-
thine which = In terms unlawful end un-
o trlonie

Mr Worthington, Very well When wn
came before the committens In the first in
stn s there was n revised sot of chargen
mn by the counedl representing these
snne protestonts Thase charges are found
on pages 42, 4 and 44 I will not take
tima o road theom: but thive charge Is not
repeited o any® form whats and 18
nbandonsd Now  counnel, | derstund
are revieing their revision now  in-
forma us he does |neist on original
charge

Mr. Tayler, We
Thint i’ Inferonce ¢
oblgation that he, as A member of this
lilerarchy, must be under, whether o over
took n formal oath or not, constitutes that
relation and brings about that resglt, We
do not abandon a word of the charge moade
In thia paper

Mr. Waorthington

what,

ow: but

He
his

neyver abandoned
Wl of I, The

thnt

Then yoau do charge
that he was ander an obllgation when
ha took the anlh as Senntor which was

Inconsistont with his opth ns Benator?
Me Tayler. 1 may his obligation as o
member of that hierarchy was, an his
Io sava supreme
tar Forake I understomd, ax ane
committae, that that was
pce of the whole chiarge. aslde

from the charge of plural marrisgs,

Worthington Explains.

Mr. Warthington When wa Hled aur
nnswer to the first sel of charges by tho
niugteen protesiants and the other {(ndi-
vidual protestant, s est forth that our
judgment of the situation was that In
all this rhetorle thers were the two
churges which could In nny wis
tutlonally affect the rilght of
Smool t retnin his seat: One, the
that he was o polygamist, whie
mude by Lolllch and wass not made by the
ninetesn, and this other that he wam
bound by some onth or abligation which
In Inconsiatent with the oath reulred by
the Constiiution and which we undersdtond
to he made by Lboth protests: bul Senator
Smoot, while he pald that, went un and
nsked the committes ta docide thut noth-
Ing elss was pertineént. Me went on and
answered fully as to the othor clinrgos.
So when these rovissl chinrges wero gr v
wa answerad them In the same way, so
far as they madn any charge wlich we

widerad to bie pertinent

The only thing that s hefore the com-
mittes toduy 1e this chrrge whioh 12 con-
tained an page 44, which s simply In
substance this: Thal Pead Smoot s not a
polvgamist, but ha hag encournged olliers
1o o polyrami=is—ta tako  plural wives
and to llva In cohabltation: that he has
ensournged othars ta do. it That, now
is modified Inta this stolement, as sug-
gented by the Senalor from Masgsachusetts
and as practically adapted by the coupnsel
for the respondent, that the frat presi-
deney and the apostolnte of the Mormon
church, composed of fiftesn poople. are a
body which Is organized for the purpose—
let me guote the language of the Sann-
tor, “to Inculcato poldgamy ond 160 en-
couraga others to pragtice (L

Lot me say, In the Orst pliace, 18 s not
voat been shown W the commitive when
teodd Smoot bhecame an  ppostle AE u
mattér of fact, he beoame an aponils in
the yeinr &6 and wae have testlmony here
about the slural marelage of 0 man who
diod in 158, I do most rexpectfully sub-
mit that the fact thut n man was o poly-

gamist and died in 13 Is not purtlm.-nt_

to a churge that in 190 Reed Smoot Jolned
& cvonspiriacy to perpetunte polygomy
tharenfter.

I way furthér that If it be shown here,
If the counsel can show it tu the commits
tée and to the Scnete, that Feed Smoot
Al belong to this organizaton and thnt
It was an organlzation to Inculcate poly-
gKamy and cncourage others to practlce
it, and that fa the situntion today, he
ought to be put out of the Bennate, 1l
nobody would deny it, because he
be engaged then In 2 eriminal ¢
to violate the law of the Siate and the
ordinance of ggreement under which T tah
was admitted into the Unlon.  ft would
not be n ssary, Mr Chaleman and B
ators, to go one atep further 1 to show
that anybody had as o matler of faet
ever neted wunder that adviee amd ho
thken plural wives because If ne maf
wround w table with the others, ns vou
gentlemen st arovnd thie table. and on-
tered Into the conspiracy that they would
endinvor to hive the law violated and
have people enter Into polyguimy. ths evi-
denoe Ix comoleteo. and It s o very se-
rlous chirge

I mivy, therefore, that the evidenes befoye
the cammitt e should be dircet o the
proof aa to that conspiracy, to show thit
they are o band of consplrators; and not,
L' respectfully submit, thiat some of the
mombers of the orguilzation to which ho
Léflonged committed the orime 1o which it
Is sald they wers organized 0 inculeate
and rncourags

Let me suguest a maotiér myself shich
I inke It I8 a Nttle Alfforant from those
Clher Allustritions. Suppese Read Smoot
was & member of the vestry of an Iplsco-
pal ehurch In this city composed of twelvp
persons, and It woas charged agninst him
that ha beloaged to that vestry and it was
crganized for the purpose of snoournging
und Inculcating the theory and practice of
cdultery podl  Improper dext relntlons
generadly When he was brought (o bar
wauld 1t ba evidenee, In the first place, 1o
vhow that some member of that visiry
L besn h the habit of committing that
ofténse, or that two or three of them had
bren® T submit net, Mr. Chadrmon

Hoar Questions Worthington.

Sshntor Hoa= Na. Huot if they all he-
Heved it was o rellglous duty to do IL and
that had beon proclaimed ns one of the
leneta of their church. and the auestion
wis whether that rehgions ballef and duty
to o It had been osbandoned, would you
Folid (it to be lmmaterial that all the ather
¢leven of the twelve members you spoak
of continusd to do L*

Mr, Waorthington. I the first place
there 18 noe offer by anyhody 16 prove that
ail th ther mombers did

Senator Hoar, Huot I understand there
M an offer L0 prove 8 vory conslderable
number did

Mr. Worthington
of them.  The eousel
how mans

Mr. Tayler We o not propose 1o lmit

vlves 1o the size of the moajority

Bennlor Pattus I will ank coutisel this
gquestion: Supposing ol he hax =ild 1o be
correct, can vou not prove the most

n fnets In Lhe conrts by merg elrem-
stinges”?

Mr Warthington
may o o ney be

senator
spirnoy. however,
show consplracy

Mr. Worthington, That I= exnetly
I was golng 1o stiggest.  This ig proct
cally i ohargs of conspiracy, that thies
fifteen e entered Into o isplrne y

5 the practice of Eam)
that has gone In far
belleved In the theory snld practice
Ivgiamy uap ta o ceridin date, #nnd
ofter that date, which was b= 1880 they not
anly expresaly but rea modifled thelr
bellef and their praciice

Evidence Competent.

Sennlor Hoatr. [Is not thig evidenees corm-
petent on the question whether they really
hele bétlef and thelr practice?
preint
Waorthington, 1 think not I think
naot compelent 1o show by Lhe ovéert
ot of one of the alleged conspirnlors thiat
The conspiracy ¢ xistad v Hhuive just
Ishied In onr colirl a g trial
pplrney, aml § think Iy I that
controverted the ral which was
Apd whiely I8 uniformly made In o
I konow not what It may b
Jurisdietion whvbe pariles

It 1 =ald n
hnx not

majorits
vol sinted

Asturedly; and se
proved
In n charge of

the rule s yvau

Con=

ikt

fin-

LT

RN L T
W
Y idunos

Committee

nns
HiINpTrat
of the avert
ahiouhl hald

I v

LU

sithmit tho
Chr
d that
commilt ‘thor 1t
ot o caRs | Fhnthel i nre-
te proceed | further
. e 1 s a8 I whether o «
Teasdule wos o polygamist
whare this will lepd. "Mre "1
turns out, war an aposile. LU I Stati
the Brst answer Lhat wus filed Twre thit o
the time of the manlfesto there Wis some
two or three thousand polvgomists L
T'tah: thnat the number hoad  dwindied
down untll at the time the answer wos
Med thare wors about Ave hundeed Would
s competant (o prove, thess men belng

Al over the Stite of Utih, that
In the southwest cortver of Utph
rommie ong was havipg  plursl  mnerhoges
and up In the northeast corner of the
Stute 2ome olther man was having plural
mnrringes, and go on as counsel chose, to
select all the fve hundred peop ¥

1f vou hnd proved there were DK peopls
and every ane of them had a dozoen wives
vau' would not have pdvianded the
vng step, Because the question would come
back:. DIA these poople who met around

wrdd, and who aro called the first
md the apostles, organlze for
the purposs of encoursging and pursulng
tent thing? Are they encournging the @0
whio nre living with the wives th 5
before the manifesto or nre tl
resenting the hundreds  of thousinds
poople who are Hving In monogamy
civilized people genet ¥ do?

It does serm to me this I8 oo Important
and Vital polat and the eommilttes ought
ty glve 1t careful consideration and dee
chide bofora we go on to this boundloss pen
th which caupsel are takling us, and as to
which, if they should suocoed In proving
there were 200 polyvgamiste and 290 plurasl
wives. 11 would not el Smont
pdyance the causn anil waould
not even eall upon ux o ropls

e Chalrmnon I muggest 1o
mliter that woe have on executive
us there are some mattere (o be connlids
ored, Hnd that the commitiee k all per
wops except members of the commities to
leave the room

The committes will adfourn at the ox-
piration of the executlye sesalon until to-
moerrow morniing at half-post 10

At 4 o'clock and & minutes po m the com-
mittee went Into dxcoutlve session

Declsion of Committee,

The committes met at 1030 o'clock o, m
Present. Benntors Burrows (chiirmian)
ir  Fornker Reveridgo,  IMilinghom,
kine, Pettus, Dubols and Owverman:
y Senntor Smoot; alwo Robart W, Ta
counnnl for the prolgstants, A =2
Worthington and Waldomar Van Cot
counsal for the respondent, and Franklin
8. Rlchards. coungel for Joxeph ¥ Smith
and other wiltnesses

The Chalrman, At the time
jJournment of the committes yostorday
ibjection had besan mode by unsel for
the respondent to n certaln question put
by counsel for the protestants, as follnws
Tayler Do you know Goorge

Yeos,

down

ke

of the ad-

Mr sir: 1
Tynsdale
Mr, Tayler

f_w‘imll h

‘Mr. Tayler
Mr Bmit
“Mr, Tayler

of them?®
“Ar. Smith
me mory
“Mr. 'Payler
Mr,
YURrs
-
presid
My

Binith know e
How long have vou known

him

Ll
Mr known
®inge

I hove over
He ls one of the apostles®
Yen, nlr

How long has he been ang

That | could not tell from

Waell, nbout how long?
Smith, T ahold think aver tweénty
Tavier. Tlow often do the first
v and tho apoxtles moeot?
Simnlth. We generally meet once a
Tasler Wan he 4 polygamist?
To which Inttor guastion counsel for thoe
pespondent objeated. An order that coun-
#0] ey understond the Himit of this in-
vestigatlon as nearly as possible, the com-
nittes will permit counsel for the protoat-
wnts s bworing upon this charge 1n the

protest, namely:
‘This Uody of officlals—

Meaning the first presidency and the
twelve apoatles—

“Of whom Senntor-clect Smoot 18 one,
alro practlse and connlve at and encour-
nge the practice of polvgumy and polygn-
mous cobablition

A bearing upon that charge, tha com-
mittee will permit counsel (o Inquire into
the teachlngs and practice of the presi-
dent and the twelve aposties In this re-
gard since the 2ath day of Beptember, 1EW,
the date of the Woodraff manifesto, Mr.
Tayler, nre you ready Lo procesd?

Mr. Toyler. We are

Beverldge Breaks In,

Senator Boverldge Alr. Chadrman, T
wish to say a word. 1 think 1t imporiant,
NE a muotter of justice to the chmmitiee
that wo should see just where we are at
Lhig Juncture, 1 think it is pretty general-
Iy understood by the country, oml 1L wis
underatood oven by thres or four mem-
bern of this committes up 1o yesterduy,
thist objection was made to Mr, Smoot
Ieing o Unlted Statesn Senator on  the
Fround thikt he 1 & polygamist, Now we
Hod, not that (hat charge s withdrawn,
[ H1 that the attorney far the protestants
avclnres he' never made it 8o an Lo Lhe
popalar notlon that Mr. Bmoot 18 helng
trivd ne o polygami=t, not only 1a that not
asperted, hut, s0 for as this inveatigation
In now concerncd, 11 18 conceded by pro-
tostnnie that his e in that poarticulare Is
as correct as that of any one olge

Becand. That he was charged with hay-
Ing takean an oath inconsiatent with his
onth an n Betintor of the Unlted States 1
voderstand Mr. Tavler to aay, alan, that
not only 1s that charge not” withdrawn,
but that It never woaa made so far as his
llenta ara concerned  Therefore, nt Lhis
Juncturs we find that Mr. Smoot |8 not
belng tried ns a polygamlst, for it I= con-
codedl thut that conditlon does not exiast,
and that hia lite 18 cortecl, and, an the
other nand, It s not chnrged and we arve
not teving him upon the ground that he
has tuken neansiatent with his
cith as n i of the United Stalep.
Hence, the lusie to which this Is reduced,
wnd upon which we nre procecding and
shall progeed from now on g Wpon
which, so rar an the protéstants srce Cons-

rmed. Mre. Smoot Iy belng trigd. ns It
were, 18 the one stated by the «
in substance. that ho Is & mem
conspraey

I think It s fale ta male this stitement,
brcause 1 think It s protey generally un-
derstoand In the pupuler mind that wa ars
provesding here to try—1 nse the wopd
tey™ In 4 brogd sesse—Mr Smoot for bo-
ing a polygamist and for having raken an
cith  Inconslatent with his oath a8 2
which Is true

Dubols Dissents.

Sonntor Dubols nleman, 1 deslre
to #nter my dissent Was no meins-
bier of ihis committee unless It may have
been tie Senntor from Indinnn--
Sennlor Deverldgo, The Senator from
Ol
Senator Dubols
ntor from Ohilo
Hennlor Byveridge
from Vermont
senator Duabols o T do
the Benator from Yermont who
that we were teving Me Smoot ugon e
charge of his being o polygamist, or of his
having takay an oidth aa an apostle which
Wik Inec wmtible with hi= onth as o Sen-
Tha' ehinrge wal not preferred by
committee of nineteen from S
1*tah That vhargs was
by an dindividunl nomed Leilleh
repudintsd instantly by telogra
pr tufits—=the ninatéean
appeared here, and It wi
st meeting o answer (o a direct
tion, that no wis presonl to
thiose charges
Thoe committ

And possibly the Sen-

And the Senator
Include

thotght

nit

and wns

om the
nd e one ever
in the
(-
press

undieratood. If L at all
rightl fnterpret the committes, and 1
Rive hud the pleasure of Lelng present at
BVeTyY mesting, spondent was
Beldng trled apon the v preferted by
the commift of ningtean, which struck
HE the polygamous practliees of thiln hier-
archy. and the eontrol, the atisolute
trol el this Werar v oxerclses
temporal and polition]l affairs

e

clip-

In

Scope of Investigation

For the first time in N0fty svears this
commiites understood, If T understand the

| thie

varmmatie r 1 the relntions of
orginigation to dthe United Staloa
were oy b investigites this mecting
T ¢ wid no Cdikposition ooy th rt
e hery In pors
10 Smuat
he wns n wamist
Pl 1aken an opth o s postle
aompntible with the outh he has
inited  States Senotor, while
the gitarneys an the ather slile
ot representing the profests
Leewryy trvinge Lo farce th -
Ivsizen which thoy the e v a
rilsa
Hoveridge
Issies are
1ot things

nt

thie
thgt
which

on
poly i

Then wo
ellminats
which

nZron
nnd
T weo
Those
things upon which we ars
I o was not within the
mitine thot we word
genator Pt Aly
G wgalnst thin dobati
The Chalrman,. We
the ca
Mr Tay
1l

nre the
trying him, and
mind of thne coms-

Chalrman, I pro-

will procesd with

ler, Mr Smith wiil you tuke the

ul
President Smith Resumes

Jogeph 1P, Smith, hiving proviously af.
Nrmed, wus examinnd, and testitled na fol-
lowa

Mr, Taylor

Belfore procesding with the
Hhe  of

aquestioniig  resapecting Apoutia
Geonrge Teasdnle, ) 1 desire 1o
r{!- -;r' fov) ]i‘ subiject of
Abrahoam time of his
death he ld

anr
WIS an ¢
Mr, Smith  Yos »
Alr. Tayler. How long had
apostle. or about how
Mr 8 I do not
Had L
yenrs?
Yoy
Cannon a Polygamist.

Tayler. At the of his
as 4 polygamlsat, stated, 1

he ‘boen an
long?
Krinw,
Mr bttt
e ;

Smith

for some

VORTH

fOme

time
(311}

doath
be-

smith, That

You

Smith, Well, 1 can not =ax T know
, oxvepl thap | have acen Lthem
Tavier You have spon then
Smith . Yes, slr; and they were re.
to ba hiz wives
Tavler And they were
wives®
Smith, 1
nlhout It
Mr. Tayler. Trior to June. 1508, you had
cver heard of Lilllan Hamlin belng his

Smilth No
Tuvler, Nop
te that time”™
S8mith. No, =ir
wyle DId you see

Is my understanding,

Taylur knew severn] of his

reputed to

do mot know anything

slr

hod wou known her
prior
Mr

them . at Los

Yoe, sir
Tayler  Were you out in n boat
from there?

Mr. 8mith. Yos,
The Chalrmun, 1
the date.

Mr. Tayler
Thoe Chalrmon
Mr. Tayler, Yos
The

sir

did’ not understand
June, 1804

158G

Chalrman.  Procesd
Mr. Tayler Where did
themy In a boat®
Mr. Emith. Weo went ta Catalina island
Alr Tavier. Did you' go' from thore
anyhers out in the water'
Mr Emith. No, slr
Mr. Tuyler. Y
wi wWus meraly
Catallng island?
Mr. Smith. That |Is

MHeard He Married Them.

Tayier Was there any talk, or
avihlng oceur while you wers aboand
that wnat respecting the mourringe re-
lations of Abraham H. Conpnon
Smith, No, sy
Tayler And hiw
Smith sl
Fayin reference wns
subject at all®
Smith. Not to me
Tavler 3t ta you?
Smith =iy
Tavier o whom
mads
Smith ] iy uot know
Tuvier. Nothing wns sald In your
predence or o your Kuowledge about thi
subjeet®
Mr. Smith. No, sir. The
af it was yéurs nflerward

You go with

journoey through the
from the malnland to

correct

My
dig

wife®

made to

was any refor-

flrst 1 hoard
through the

Mr. Tayler,

Mr Smith 5

Mr. Tayler. That s, that you had mnr-
rledl them aboard thot vessel?

Mr. Emith. That le what 1 heard in the
pnhlle‘lyrlnl!.

Mr. Tayler

Mr. Smith,

Through the publie printa”
Yes, nir

That Is what you heard
Yes, sip
Mr. Tayler. Did you have any talk
on that Joueney of after you lsft Sall
Lake—aftar you first heard or lenrned
that Lilllan Hamlin was the wife of Ab-
raliam Cannon—as (o when they wore
muorried?

E\“Ir- #ml;h ?’a. sir.

A Tavier DId you have any talk w
elther of them? ’ e s

Mr. Smith. Not In the least

Mr, Tayler. Not in the Ieust®

Mr. Bmith. Not in the lenst, sir;
no one ever mentloned to me that they
were marrled. 1 simply Judged they were
married because they were living 1ogoth-
er 08 huaband and wife

Mr. Tayler  Exactly

Alr. Smith  That |a all T know about it

Mr. Tayler And vour knowledge of
any sthtus which may have existed bo-
tween them was not due o anything they
told you?

Mr. Smith. No, slr; not at ol

Donles That He Officinted.

Senntor Faorakor
from that subjoct

and

Hefara he sele rwny
i8 there any objection
to statlng what hie read In the newspapers
=the mtory to which you have referred T

Mr. Tavier 1 did put that in | neked
bim If ho hind marrfr.'d them aboard the
Steamer

HSenator Fornker
In_the newspuper?

Mr. Smith hat {s what I read In the
newspaper

Senntor Foraker
truth In that?

Mr. 8mith., No, sir

Mr. Tayler Was It o regular NASREnger
steamer that Yim went over an?®

Mr. Emith, Yes, sir; a8 regular pASsen -
BUr excurslon steamer,

Mr. Tayler DI0 you take any
trip down there with them?

My, Bmith. No, sir

Mr Taxler DId vou say anything by
way of criticlam ta Abrahnm Cannon?

Mr. Smith, No, sir

.:\r!r‘ Tayler. For going about with this
wife

Mr. Smith, No, sir: I 22 not

Mr. Tayler. Is the law of the church,
ax well the law of the land, ngalnst
the taking of pliral wives®
Mr. Bmith  Yes &l¢ I will say—

My, Tayler  1e thot the law?T .

Mr. 8mith, T would substitute the word
tale " of the chureh
Mr Taxler Rulp?

Mr. Smith. Instead of aw
t

That 1s what you saw

And thers was no

other

: a8 vou pit
Mr. Tavier Viers well
a plural wife would be a
tuls of the church?
Mre Smith. Tt woulld
Mr. Tayler. Would it
tion of the rule of the church as would
Indues the church authoritles to tnke It
up ke the vialatlon of any other rule
wiould do*
Me Smith. It woula
Im the

Mr. Tayler.
ane who i elalmed (o be a plural wife
n o viglatlon of the law or rule of the
chiirely, s well ns of the law of the Tand?
Mr. Smith. 11 the committes will per-
mit me, I could not answer the question
:" £ Or no
Mr. Tayler
or fin?
Mr

Then to
violation

take
of a

be such n Vialn-

cohabltation  with

You ean not answor It yes
Smith. No. #lre. 1
explain that marter

Mr. Tayler. 1 wurely
myself 1o your dolng so.

Mr. Smith. Mr. Chatrman,
permitied ™

The Chutrman
brief ns you can
maks your own

should like to

have no abjection

may 1 be
Certalniy;
You have
aAnEwWer.

Status of Polygnmists

Mr. Bmith. In regard to the siatus of
polygamints at the time of the manifesto
I woan understood for some time aceapd-
Ing 1o the Investigntion before the mas-

nevey, that they would abstain

nrion=E with their familles, and

ar A rule—orl course | nm not

with It and 4 not say from

own knowledge—that was obseryved

ab the time, ot the passage of the en-

wliling net for the admission of the Ter-

ritory ne o State. the only provision that

was made hindlng for the nissinn

the Stute was that plural marriages

nhould eonss ind there wis nathing sald

In the enabling act prohibiting the cohub-

Ithilen of o man with his wives at that
Limi

Senntor 1Moar. 1
rupl 1. but vaon
wives previously marih

Mr. Siith. That Is what T mean
was understood t plural rrl
COnsn It has bBeen the contin
consclentions proctioe ond il
church - ever sinee the mianifesto

anifetd with

5 from
today thore hae vor been
edge plural marriage
cordanee  with  the underatanding, -
struction, conndvanas counsol, oy nor-
mbeslon of the presiding authorities of the
church, or of thy church, In any shiape or
form; and 1 krnow wheroof | spoak, gen-
tlemen, In relation to that matter

Mr. Tavier. Thaot 18 all of your
swer?

Mr. Smith. What was your question?

f Calrman, Now let the reporter re-
poat the quostion

Mr. Smith. Excuyse
the thread Was= It
of the church?

Mr Worthingtan, What was?

Mr. Smith. That i, the assoclution
a man, having married more than
wife provious ta the manifesto,
Ing from sssociation with them

The Chalrmun I do not think you un-
derstand the guestlon  Let the reporter
read it

Fhe roporter read an

“Mr. Tayler. |a the
ane who Iy clalmed to be a plural
n vialation of the law or rule of
church. ns well a8 of the law of
nng ="

Mr. Smith That was
the even today.

M lor. What
about to sny

Smith Defies the Law.

Mr. Smith. That 1t {2 conten
rile af the church and eantrar
to the low of the land for o man
hablt with his wives

But 1 wnx pt d in this position. T
had o plural family. If you B s, that
n, my first wife Wi mareled 1o me over
thirty-elght yvears agn, my last wife wns
married o n ver twenly Yoeurs ago, nnd
with theso wives 1 had cifidron, and 1
slmply took changeg, preforring  to
meot 1the e quencos of the law rather
than tu abandon my children and thels
mothers, and T have cohabited with my
wives—not openly, that is; not In & mun-
ner that | thought wounld be offensive to
my nelghbors—=but T hove acknowledged
them; 1 have visited them They have
borne mo ohfldren since 1880, and I have
done I, knowing the responsibllity anid
knowing that 1 was amenable to the Taw

Willing to Submit to Penalty,

Sincn the admission of the State there
has Been u sontiment exieting and previe-
fent in Utah that thess old  marringes
would bo In a measure They
wors nof  looked upon os nxive, ns
really violatlve of law they were, In oth-
er words, regurded us un existing faot,

c wrong in It they #im-
T other words, Ar
wplo of Utah, ns o rule
people of this Natlon. ara
nnd lberal-minded people,
ather condoned than oth-
erwise. I presume. my offenso againat the
Inw. 1 have never beon disturbed. Noe
Ligdy hos ever called mo In question. that
I know of, and 16 1 hagd, | was there to
anEwer to the chitrges or iny charge that
might have been miade against mo, and I
would have been willing o submit (o the
penalty of the law, whatever It might
have beon
Mr: Tajler. So

but bHe
a right

nn
[T

do not
menn. |

want o
alppose,

inter-
with

It
% hoad
and

roguard to plo-
that tims il
1o my knpwl-
performed in ne-

nn-

think T hr
o the

me, |
contrary
It woa

aof
e
tain-

follows
calinbitation: with
wife
the
rhe
and Is

the cane,

w what

a the caae,

you are

o tha
v well
10 0O

as well
hroad-minded
and they have

thn
to

poay

thaot obodlenoe to

law s perfectly  satsfled, according

your view of it If one |5 ready 1o

the penalty for Its vielatlon®

Mre, Smith. Not at all. 1 should like to

deaw w distinetion between unlaw gl o-

habitstton and polygamy. There |8 u luw
iting polygamy, plural marringes
ST § O Cou meni How b law of
awte of Mink?

Distinction Between Laws.

Mr Smith, 1 mean the law of Lhe State,
and I meun that thia s In the Constiiu-
tlon of our State. 1t iz reguired by the
ounbling not, That law, gentlemen, haw

! publio prints. )

becn compllied with by the church; that

Inw haw been kept by the church; and
thers pever hns beéen o plural mortingns
by the consent or sanction or knowledgs
or approval of the ¢hurch sinca the moan-
ifento
The Inw of unlawful cohnbitation s an-
other Inw ontirély, and relnles o the
cohabitation of n m=n with mors than
onn wife. That is the law which 1 hayve
presumed Lo £ In preference (o dls-
gracing myz=elf and degrading my fnmily
by turning them off and ceasing 1o ac-
knowledge them and to wdminister to
thelr wanis--not the law in relation o
plural marringe, That 1 have not broken,
Nelther hag nny man broken It by the
sanction or approval of the ehurch
Mr. “Tayler. You say that there I8 &
State law forbldding unlawful cohablia-
tion?
Mr. Smith. That ls my understanding.
Mr. Tavler. And ever sincs that law
wns passed you have beon ¥iointing 112
Mre. Smith. I think likely I huve been
racticing the same thing even hefora the
aw wos poassed

Mr. Toaylor, Yop

Mr Smith, Long years before It was
pasued.

Held Plurals as His Wives, '

have not In any 18-
sport changed your relatlons to theaso
wives sinee the manifesto or 2ince the
passnge of thls fnw of the Stite of Utah.
L am not meaning to be unfalr In the
question, but only to understand you,
What I mean Iv, you havoe been holdibg
your severnl wives aut ns wives,
fansively, as you =ay. You have fur-
tilshed them homes  You have given them
vour goclety. You have taken eare of the
children that they bore you, and you
have canged them to bear you new chil-
dren=nil of thom

Mr Smith. That ls correct, =ir

Mr. Tayler. That s correct?

Mr, Smilth, Yeq, sir

Mr. Tavier, Now, sjnee that was a vio-
iatlon of the lnaw, why have you done 17

Mr. Smith. For the reason 1 have
atated, | prefepred to face the penalties
of the law (o abandoning my famlily,

A Tayter. Do you consider iU an aban-
donment of yaur fumily (o melntain rela-
tHons with your wivis ex¢ept thal of oc-
cunying thelr beds?

Mr Smith, I'do nat wish o be Impertl-
rent. but 1 &h d 11ke the gentleman 10
nel any woman, who s a wile, thal ques-,
ton

Mr, Tayler, Unfortunately or fortunate-
Iy, that is not the glatus of this examina-
tion at this polnt

Ar. Smith. All the same, It Is my sentl-
msnt

dunntor Foriker, 1 do not gee how in-
vestignition aloig that line {8 golug 1o give
s any light. What we want are facts,
The witnesa has testifiod to the fact. This
I= nll & matter of argument nnd digcus-
slon—the effect of it, or what hi= oplnlon
is about it It Is our opinlon we are cons
corngd about,

The Chualrman. My Toyler,
voursell to Lthe question af fact

Mr, Tayler. Wil the Chalr permit &

-

Mr. Tasler You

confinm

won
The Chalrman  Certalnly
Tayler States Case.

Mr, Tayler 1 do not know whether the
Inferencs to Bs drawn from the stata of
facds I8 sufficlently clear, or whether [t

il be proper to pursue it further. But

Ko At that It Is to the Inst degree b=

it to understand what lles db  the

dation of the acknowindged and pro-
fessed defiar Tntion of the written Jlaw
of the land upled with o mere oxpr
Mlon of willingrness to & pL Lhe
Quenices of  that viplntion This
That was contended for by Jomeph
Smith prior t 1990, and by the lang Nne
of sainis that preceded bhim

Mr. Smuith, 1 beg vour pardon

Mr. Worthington. Just a momont,

Smith

Mr. Tayler. And therefors It strikes
me that an explanstion from thls man
whis s the spiritunl hoad of the ohural,
the Immediate superior of Séenator Smoot,
the man who receives divine revelations
reEpecting  the duty and conduct of tha
whole basly ‘of the church, as to why he
thus defontly violntes the Inw, 18 pertl-
nent and important

Srnntor Beverldgs
psanation.

Mr. "Taylar. If o
nation, of cousss 1
1 oot think v s
ator Foraker. This Is the only point

I objection The witness statod tho
that he Is cosabilting siill with plural
notwithstanding the Inw, and (old
ue why, Now, IL seims 1o me, we =Hauld
nol enter Into a discussion am 1o whether
or not that (= good morals, or swhelher or
not thoat Is falthful alleginnce to the Inw
That Is something which the commitien
determins

Senator Dibols ¥ a

Senator Hoar [l |

Chajrman®
Chalrman

nator Hoer
nat allowad ot

Mr.

But he gave hiy ex-

Ia" all of hix expla-
can nol compinin, but

s o questlon?
make w motlon,

Certalnts
It s thar this Inqulry bo
- sresent, and that If it shall
poar o the committve herenfter that
thero Is doubt about the truthfulposs
Mr, Smithi's statement, which he }
ready mude, as to the discontinuan
the seivnl wifes of new plural mar-
Tiagos, the nsal be permittod o renow
hia application o put the guestion at w
me [ sumgest, therefore, that the
be not allowed noew and that tha
nmittes will take It Upot rnchanged
sdition of thing=s hereafts

What Was Understood.
il ke

8an
mitted

whivh |
trovorss
Brated by

1 shm
wit

tor Dubolx
to uak the
think will not provol
Wus It o nut o une
the Judges wnd thos
Aas It not understond b
vountry—Ltah and It
. ote., where these practic
thnt it was the duty of polygamisis
ntinue o provide for spd support
thelr polsgnmbst wives and chilldren afrer
the manifesto was lssumld
Mr. Smith
Htood
ehutor Diubois
st—understood that L was
provide for and take care of
wives and childrin in s material way
. Mr. Tavler. proceo
What O
nator from Mias

to he par-
nuestlon,
Ly con-|

Wil and

uthor-

Thut was generally under-

Wea all=1, for

It wns more in the

3 suggeation in the Sonntor's m

thiit counsal not ollowed o psk ¢

quention now, hecause of the prosent statm
of ovideénce, and that if, Yrecauss

change In the stafe of the evie

eommittes should deem the ques

nent, the counsel could recall

Ot
i

I
the

tor Hoat
ime

The Chudros i
withdraw the

Al Puyler
the time belog

Mr. Worthington. M Lo
shoptd ke to say. In reforence to tha
questicm naked by counsel as 1o what tha
witniess might do with hi= wives withoug
violating Wie law, that in thi case of
Cannon v& the United Stal nwnd in tha
cnme of Snow v the United States, whichy
cume befora thie Supreme oc . tho Cane
non caae o 1585 the court decided—

Senator Hour. My suggesilon s nide
with o view of atopping thin Jdf slon.

The Chulrman—We will  never
through it it In to continue  Mr Teyles
will you procevd with the examinstion o
thin witnoss?

Mr. Tayvlec. Mr, Bmith how many chills
diren hiive been bori 1o youl several wives
#inge the manifesto of 15907

Worthington Objects.

Mr. Warthington. T object to that Ta
professes that he has been Hving with
th What diferspce dows I maks

er It Iy one child or three?
Tuyler. Of oo i, v will be impor-
t as showlng how continnous, oW fin-
torious, how offcnsive, has boon his con.
duct In this respect 4

Senator Foralér. The commitiee must |
necesarily Wfer from what the wllm:s‘]
wiated Lt this cohabitation has Been con.
tinuous and uninterrupted.

Eenntur Beverlige 1¢ no stated.

Mr Tayler. Proclsddy: bput nft how waell
gdvertlsod, Bow off ve, how lustructive
1t hus heen to hils peo how compolling

Senutar  Beverldg 1 understood the!
witness to gy that he had children Boyn
to hilm slnce thar tlme.

Mre Tavier. Preoimply

Senator  Beveridege. That has already
Lovn stuted )

Alr. Tuyler. But It makes n great -lh‘f‘-r-]

I suggested It in order Lo

Mr Tavier, suppose you
puestion
I withdraw the question fo

|
Ll
rman, [i

ehed whellier 10 ds two or twenty-two.
The Chalemin:.  Mr. Smith, I wish to

ask you 4 quustion prelimiperily. 1 ander-

shood yvou, In responssd to a guesition  of

counsel, to stite that you murried your




